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Foreword 


SEARCH conducted five previous 
surveys in this series for the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
1989, 1992, 1993, 
1995, and 1997. This year’s 


summary of quantitative 
information at the end of 1999. 
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Glossary of terms 


Automated Fingerprint identification System 
(AFIS): An automated system for searching 
fingerprint files and transmitting fingerprint images. 
ee 


computer's searching and matching components to 
distinguish a single fingerprint from thousands or even 
ye ie ate 
in digital form in the computer's memory 

ete a et 
files and increases the speed and accuracy.of ten-print 
processing (arrest fingerprint cards and noncriminal 
justice applicant fingerprint cards). AFIS equipment 
also can be used to identify individuals from “latent” 
(crime scene) fingerprints, even fragmentary prints of 
single fingers in some cases. Digital fingerprint 
images generated by AFIS equipment can be 
transmitted electronically to remote sites, eliminating 
the necessity of mailing fingerprint cards and 
,<oviding remote access to AFIS fingerprint files. 


Centrai Repository: The database (or the agency 
housing the database) that maintains criminal history 


serves as the central control terminal for contact with 
FBI record systems. Inquiries from local agencies for a 
national record check (for criminal justice or firearm 
check purposes) are routed to the FBI via the central 
repository. Although usually housed in the 
Department of Public Safety, the central repository 
may be maintained in some States by the State Police 
or some other State agency. 


include information on juveniles if they are tried as 
adults in criminal courts. 
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Most, however, do not include data describing 
involvement of an individual in the juvenile justice 
system. All data in C}iRI systems are usually backed 
by fingerprints of the record subjects to provide 
positive identifica‘ion. State legislation varies 
concerning disclosure of criminal history records for 
noncriminal justice purposes. 


Data Quality: ‘he extent to which criminal history 
records are complete, accurate and timely. In addition, 


completeness of records and the extent to which 
records include dispositions as well as arrest and charge 
information. Other concerns include the timeliness of 
data reporting to State and Federal repositories, the 
timeliness of data entry by the repositories, the 
readability of criminal history records and the ability 
to have access to the records when necessary. 


Felony or Serious Misdemeenor: The category 
of offenses for which fingerprints and criminal history 
information are accepted by the FBI and entered in the 
Bureau's files, including the III systes.:. Serious 
misdemeanor is defined to exclude certain minor 
offenses, such as drunkenness or minor traffic 
offenses. 


interstate identification index (Il): An “index- 
pointer” system for the interstate exchange of criminal 
history records. Under III, the FBI maintains an 
identification index to persons arrested for felonies or 
serious misdemeanors under State or Federal law. The 
index includes identification information, (such as 
name, date of birth, race, and sex), FBI Numbers and 
State Identification Numbers (SID) from each State 
holding information about an individual. Search 
inquiries from criminal justice agencies nationwide are 
transmitted automatically via State telecommuni- 
cations networks and the FBI's National Crime 
Information Center (NCIC) telecommunications lines. 
Searches are made on the basis of name and other 
identifiers. The process is entirely automated and takes 
approximately five seconds to complete. If a hit is 
made against the Index, record requests are made using 
the SID or FBI Number, and data are automatically 
retrieved from each repository holding records on the 
individual and forwarded to the requesting agency. As 
of September 30, 2000, 41 States participate in III. 
Responses are provided from FBI files when the State 
Originating the record is not a participant in III. 


Participation requires that the State maintain an 
automated criminal history record system capable of 
interfacing with the III system and capable of 
responding automatically to all interstate and 
Federal/State record requests. 


Juvenite Justice Records: Official records of 
juvenile justice adjudications. Most adult criminal 
history record systems do not accept such records, 
which are frequently not supported by fingerprints and 
which usually are confidential under State law. 
Pursuant io an order dated July 15, 1992, the FBI now 
accepts, and will disseminate, juvenile records on the 
same basis as adult records. States, however, are not 
required to submit such records to the FBI 


Master Name index (MNI): A subject 
identification index maintained by criminal history 
record repositories that includes names and other 
identifiers for each person about whom a record is held 
in the systems. As of 1999, only one State did not 
have at least a partially automated MNI; almost all 
States (45) had fully automated MNIs. The automated 
name index is the key to rapidly identifying persons 
who have criminal records for such purposes as presale 
firearm checks, criminal investigations or bailsetting. 
MNIs may include “felony flags,” which indicate 
whether record subjects have arrests or convictions for 
felony offenses. 


National Crime information Center (NCIC): An 
automated database of criminal justice and justice- 
related records maintained by the FBI. The database 
includes the “hot files” of wanted and missing persons, 
stolen vehicles and identifiable stolen property, 
including firearms. Access to NCIC files is through 
central control terminal operators in each State that are 
connected to NCIC via dedicated telecommunications 
lines maintained by the FBI. Local agencies and 
Officers on the beat can access the State control 
terminal via the State law enforcement network. 
Inquiries are based on name and other nonfingerprint 
identification. Most criminal history inquiries of the 
III system are made via the NCIC telecommunications 
system. NCIC data may be provided only for criminal 
justice and other specifically authorized purposes. For 
justice employment, employment by Federally 
chartered or 1iss\.red banking institutions or securities 
firms, and use by State and local governments for 
purposes of employment and licensing pursuant to a 
State statute approved by the U.S. Attorney General. 
Inquiries regarding presale firearm checks are included 
as criminal justice uses. 


National Crime Prevention and Privacy 
Compact: An interstate and Federal/State compact 
which establishes formal procedures and governance 
structures for the use of the Interstate Identification 
Index (III). It is designed to facilitate the exchange of 
criminal history data among States for noncriminal 
justice purposes and to eliminate the need for the FBI 
to maintain duplicate data about State offenders. Under 
the compact, the operation of this system is overseen 
by a policymaking council comprised of Federal and 
State officials. The key concept underlying the 
compact is agreement among all signatory States that 
all criminal history information (except sealed records) 
will be provided in response to noncriminal justice 
requests from another State — regardless of whether 
the information being requested would be permitted to 
be disseminated for a similar noncriminal justice 
purpose within the State holding the data. (That is, the 
law of the State that is inquiring about the data — 
rather than the law of the State that originated the data 
— governs its use.) In some cases, ratification of the 
compact will have the effect of amending existing 
State legislation governing interstate record 
dissemination, since most States do not currently 
authorize dissemination to all of the Federal agencies 
and out-of-State users authorized under te compact. 
At present, noncriminal justice inquiries are handled 
by the FI from its files of voluntarily contributed 
State arrest and disposition records. This requires that 
the FBI maintain duplicates of State records and 
generally results in less complete records being 
provided, since FBI files of State records are not 
always complete due to reporting deficiencies. The 
compact was passed by Congress and signed into law 
by the President in October 1998. The compact 
became effective in April 1999, following ratification 
by two State legislatures, those being Montana on 
April 8, 1999 and Georgia on April 28, 1999. Since 
that time, six additional States have entered into the 
compact: Nevada (May 1999); Florida (June 1999); 
Colorado (March 2000); Iowa (April 2000); 
Connecticut (June 2000); and South Carolina (June 
2000). 


National Fingerprint File (NFF): A system and 
designed as a component of the III system, 
which, when fully implemented, would establish a 
totally decentralized system for the interstate exchange 
of criminal history records. The NFF will contain 
fingerprints of Federal offenders and a single set of 
fingerprints on State offenders from each State in 
which an offender has been arrested for a felony or a 
serious misdemeanor. Under the NFF concept, States 
will forward only the first-arrest fingerprints of an 
individual to the FBI accompanied by other 
identification data such as name and date of birth. 
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pe a ag te ee py ih a wor 
forwarded. Disposition data on the individual would 


also be retained at the State repository and would not 
be forwarded to the FBI. Upoi: receipt of the first-arrest 
fingerprint cards (or electroni’. images), the FBI will 
enter the individual's fingerprint impressions in the 
NFF and will enter the person's name and identifiers 
in the III, together with an FBI Number and a State 
Identification (SID) Number for each State 
maintaining a record on the individual. Charge and 
information on State offenders will be 
maintained only at the State level, and State 
repositories will be required to respond to all 
authorized record requests concerning these individuals 
for both criminal justice and noncriminal justice 
purposes. States would have to release all data on 
record subjects for noncriminal justice inquiries 
regardless of whether the data could be released for 
similar purposes within the State. The NFF has been 


Positive identification: identification of an 
individual using biometric characteristics that are 
unique and not subject to alteration. In present usage, 
the term refers to identification by fingerprints but 
may also include identification by retinal images, 


is to be distinguished from identification using name, 
sex, date of birth, or other personal identifiers as 
shown on a document subject to alteration or 
counterfeit such as a birth certificate, Social Security 
card or driver’s license. Because individuals can have 
identical or similar names, ages, etc., identifications 
based on such characteristics are not reliable. 
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Note to Readers: This is a 
report of the results of the 
Survey of State Criminal 
History Information 
Systems. In some of the 
tables that follow, data 


Introduction 


This report is based upon the 
results from a two-part survey 
conducted of the administrators 
of the State criminal history 


including the 50 States, the 
District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
and the U.S. Virgin Islands. 
Responses were received to at 
least one part of the survey from 
52 jurisdictions. Only Puerto 
Rico did not complete either part 
of the survey. Throughout this 
report, the 50 States will be 
referred to as “States”; the 
District of Columbia, Puerto 
Rico, and the Virgin Islands will 
be referred to as “territories,” 
consistent with prior surveys; 
“Nation” refers collectively to 
both the States and territories. 


In addition, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation was the source for 


30, 1999. The number of 
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Major Findings 


Level of automation of master 
name indexes and criminal 


history files 


Ove view of State criminal 
history record systems, 
December 31, 1999 (Table 1): 


¢ Fifty States and the District of 
Columbia have automated at least 
some records in the criminal 
history record file. 


¢ Twenty-one States (Arizona, 
Colorado, Florida, Georgia, 
Hawaii, Maryland, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, North Carolina, Oregon, 
Rhode Island, Tennessee, Texas, 
Utah, Washington and Wyoming) 
have fully automated criminal 
history files and master name 
indexes. 


Automation of master name index 
and criminal history file, 1999 
(Table 4): 


¢ Forty-five States have fully 
automated master name indexes. 
The Virgin Islands does not 
maintain a master name index. 


¢ The Virgin Islands has no 
automated criminal history files. 


* Of those States maintaining 
partially automated criminal 
history files, when an offender 
with a prior manual record is 
arrested, the prior manual record 
is subsequently automated in 22 
States. In four States (California, 
Delaware, Minnesota and 
Pennsylvania) and the District of 
Columbia, only the new 
information is automated. In 
Maine, the new information is 
added to the manual file. 


Level of disposition reporting 


Overview of State criminal 
history record systems, 
December 31, 1999 (Table 1): 


¢ Eighteen State’ (Alaska, 
California, Connecticut, 
Delaware, Georgia, Hawaii, 
Iowa, Maine, Massachusetts, 
Montana, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Vermont and Virginia) 
and the District of Columbia 
representing approximately 58% 
of the Nation’s population (based 
on 53 jurisdictions) and 41% of 
the Nation’s criminal history 
records, report that 80% or more 
arrests within the past 5 years in 
the criminal history database 
have final dispositions recorded. 


* A total of 23 States and the 
District of Columbia representing 
approximately 46% of the 
Nation’s population and 47% of 
the Nation’s criminal history 
records, report that 70% or more 
arrests within the past 5 years in 
the criminal history database 
have final dispositions recorded. 
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* A total of 32 States and the 
District of Columbia representing 
approximately 64% of the 
Nation’s population and 66% of 
the Nation's criminal history 
records, report that 60% or more 
arrests within the past 5 years in 
the criminal history database 
have final dispositions recorded. 


¢ When arrests older than 5 years 
are considered, 15 States, 
representing 25% of the Nation’s 
criminal history records, report 
that 80% or more arrests in the 
entire criminal history database 
have final dispositions recorded. 
Twenty-three States, representing 
43% of the Nation’s criminal 
history records, report that 70% 
or more arrests in the entire 
Criminal history database have 
final dispositions recorded. 
Thirty-two States, representing 
66% of the Nation’s criminal 
history records, report that 60% 
or more arrests in the entire 
criminal history database have 
final dispositions recorded. 


Number of final dispositions 
reported to State criminal history 
repository, 1999 (Table 3): 


Forty-eight States provided data 
on the number of final 
dispositions reported to their 
criminal history repositories 
indicating that over 7.6 million 
final dispositions were reported 
in 1999. The responding States 
represent approximately 96% of 
the Nation’s population. 


Level of felony flagging 


Overview of State criminal 
history record systems, 
December 31, 1999 (Table 1): 


¢ Forty-two States currently flag 
some or all felony convictions in 
their criminal history databases. 


¢ Eighteen States, the District of 
Columbia and the Virgin Islands, 
collect sufficient data to permit 
them to flag at least some 


previously unflagged felony 
convictions. 


Timeliness of trial court 
disposition data 


Average number of days to 
process disposition data 
submitted to State criminal 
history repository, 1999 (Table 
13): 


¢ An average 30 days separates 
the final court dispositions and 
receipt of that information by the 
State criminal history 
repositories, ranging from | day 
or less in Colorado, Delaware, 
the District of Columbia and New 
Jersey to 110 days in Wisconsin. 
The majority of responding 
repositories receives the data in 
30 days or less. 


¢ An average 39 days separates 
the receipt of final trial court 
dispositions and entry of 
disposition data into the criminal 
history databases, ranging from 
less than | day in States where 
dispositions are entered either 
directly by the courts or by tape 
to 365 days in Ohio. Half of the 
responding jurisdictions enter the 
data in 10 days or less. 


¢ Twenty-eight States and the 
Virgin Islands indicate having 
backlogs in entering disposition 
data into the criminal history 
database. 
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Detailed findings 


Status of State criminal history 
files 


Number of subjects (individual 
offenders) in Sto’e criminal 
history file, 1999 (Table 2): 


¢ Over 59 million criminal 
history records were in the 
criminal history files of the State 
criminal history repositories on 
December 31, 1999. (An 
individual offender may have 
records in several States.) 


¢ Eighty-nine percent of the 
criminal history records 
maintained by the State criminal 
automated. Approximaiely 6.2 
million records, or 11%, are not 
automated. 


¢ The Virgin Island: has no 
automated criminal history files. 


Automation of master name index 
and criminal history file, 1999 
(Table 4): 


* All of the reporting States and 
the District of Columbia have 


¢ Of the responding jurisdictions, 
45 States have fully automated 
master name indexes. Six 
jurisdictions do not have fully 
automated master name inde xcs. 
Of those six jurisdictions, three 
States and the District of 
Columbia have partially 
auiumated master name indexes. 
Maine’s master name index is not 
automated, and the Virgin Islands 
does not maintain a master name 
index. 


¢ Of those jurisdictions 
m>'ntcining partially automated 
criminal history files, when an 
offender with a prior manual 
record is arrested, the record is 
automated in 22 States. In four 
States (California, Delaware, 
Minnesota and Pennsylvania) and 
the District of Columbia, only the 
new information is automated. In 
Maine, the information is added 
to the manual file. 


Data required by State law to be 
submitted to State criminal 
history repository, 1999( Table 
5): 


e Thirty-five States require 
prosecutors to report to State 
criminal history repositories their 
decisions to decline prosecution 
in criminal cases. In Michigan, 


¢ Forty-seven States require 
felony trial courts to report the 
dispositions of felony cases to the 
State criminal history repository. 
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* State prison admission on 
felony cases must be reported to 
the State criminal history 
repository in 36 States State 
prison release information on 
felony cases must be reported to 
the State criminal history 
repository in 31 States. 


¢ Admission data on felons 
housed in local correctional 
facilities must be reported to the 
State criminal history repository 
in 25 States. Release data on 
felons housed in local 
correctional facilities must be 
weported to the State criminal 
history repository in 17 States. 


¢ The reporting of probation 
information is mandated in 26 
States and the District of 
Columbia, while 28 States and 
the District of Columbia require 
the reporting of parole 
information. 


Arrest records with fingerprints, 
1999 (Table 6): 


¢ During 1999, over 8.8 million 
arrest fingerprint cards (or 
electronic substitutes) were 
submitted to the State 

criminal history repositories. 


e Thirty-seven States, 
representing 72% of the Nation's 
population, have records that are 
100% fingerprint-supported. A 
total of 42 States, or an additional 
10 States, representing 92% of 


fingerprint-supported. In 6 States 
and the District of Columbia, 


some of the arrests in the 
criminal history files, ranging 
from 35% to 85%, are 
fingerprint-supported. In 
Massachusetts, there are no 
fingerprint-supported criminal 
history records. 
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Completeness of data in Sta‘ 
criminal history repository 


Notice to State criminal history 
repository of release of arrested 
persons without charging, 1999 
(Table 7): 


¢ More thar. half of the States 
(31) and the District of Columbia 
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Seven States (Connecticut, 
Maine, Massachusetts, Oregon, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina and 
Utah) estimate that they receive 
notice in 100% of the cases. 


A. A total of 21 States, or four 

States (Arizona, 
Arkansas, Delaware and Hawaii) 
report that final felony trial court 
dispositions in 70% or more of 
the cases in their States are 
received by the State criminal 
history repositories. 


that they receive notice in 80% or 
more of such cases. Three States 
(Delaware, Massachusetts and 
New Jersey) estimate that notice 
is received in 100% of the cases. 
All of the noted jurisdictions, 
except Massachusetts and the 
District of Columbia, report a 
legal requirement to notify the 
repository. (See Table 5.) 


* Ten States were able to 
estimate the number of 
prosecutor declinations received. 
The numbers ranged from 100 in 


Mississippi to 213,000 in 
California. 


Policies/practices of State 
criminal history repository 


regarding modification of felony 
convictions, 1999 (Table 9): 


Six States seal the record. In 
Virginia, although State law does 
not provide for the expungement 
of convictions, orders are 
received by the State repository, 
and the records :ve sealed. 


¢ Setting aside of convictions: 
Forty-two jurisdictions have 
statutes that provide for setting 
aside feluny convictions. In three 
States, the record is destroyed. In 
35 jurisdictions (33 States, the 
District of Columbia and the 
Virgin Islands), the record is 
retained with the action noted. In 
Nevada, the record is sealed. 
Three States did not indicate how 
the records are treated by the 
State repository. 
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* In States where State history repository receives 
correctional facilities are legally information. Four 
required to report information or States that information is 
the information is received in 60% or less of the 


, the majority of States 


voluntarily 
(30) estimate that in at least 99% 


of the cases, admission * Sixicen States where reporting 

information is reported to the of parole data is legally required 

State repository. Twenty-nine of or voluntarily reported, estimate 

those States estimate that 100% that parole information is 

of the admissions are reported to reported in 90% of the cases 

the repository. Seven Three States report recei 
estimate a reporting parole information in less than 

rate of less than 99%, ranging 90% of the cases, ranging from 

from 85% in Virginia to 0% in 75% in Minnesota to 0% in 

Kansas. Idaho. In Colorado, 100% of 

admission to parole information 

° For reporting from local jails is received; release from parole is 

where required by law or not reported. 

completed voluntarily, 11 States 

report that 95% or more of the 

admissions are reported to the Timeliness of data in State 

State Three States criminal historv repository 

report rates of less than 95% 

ranging from 40% in North —Arrests 

Dakota to less than 5% in 

Pennsylvania. Average number of days to 


is 13, ranging from | day or less 
in California, the District of 
Columbia, Florida, Hawaii, 
Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
New Jersey, New York, 


Fingerprinting of incarcerated 


offenders and linkage to records South Dakota and 
: maintained by State criminal Virginia (most due to livescan) 

history repository, 1999 (Table to up to 93 days in Mississippi. 
10): The majority (27) receive the 


data in 14 days or less. 


* In 39 States, there is a legal 


90% of the cases in which 


probation is ordered are reported 
to the State criminal history 
repository. One additional State 
reports that in at least 75% of the 
cases, the State criminal 
° A total of 28 States have the 
same legal requirement for 
reporting by local jails. 
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* The average number of days 


criminal history repositories is 
21, ranging from 0 in Delaware 
to up to as many as 150 days in 
‘Texas. The majority of 
jurisdictions (28) enter the data in 
10 days or less. 


* The average number of days 
between receipt of fingerprints 
and entry of arrest data into the 
criminal history databases is 26, 
ranging from less than one day in 
Delaware, the District of 
Columbia, Georgia, New 
Mexico, New York and Virginia 
to up to 180 days in Tennessee. 
The majority of reporting 
jurisdictions (24) enter the data in 
14 days or less. 


* Twenty-nine States indicate 
that they have, or had at the time 
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* An average 30 days ary 
the final court 

receipt of that information ~ the 
State criminal history 
repositories, ranging from | day 
or less in Colorado, Delaware, 
the District of Columbia and New 
Jagsey to ' 10 days in Wisconsin. 
The inajority of responding 
repositories receives the data in 
30 days or less. 


* An average 39 days separates 
the receipt of final trial court 
dispositions and entry of 
disposition data into the criminal 
history databases, ranging from 
less than | day in States where 
dispositions are entered cither 
directly by the courts or by tape 
to 365 days in Ohio. Half of the 
responding jurisdictions enter the 
data in 10 days or less. 


* Twenty-eight States and the 
Virgin Islands indicate having 
backlogs in entering disposition 
data into the criminal history 
database. 


—Admission to correctional 
facilities 


Average number of days to 
process correctional admission 
data submitted to State criminal 
history repository, 1999 (Table 
14): 


¢ The average number of days 
between the admission of 
offenders to State correctional 
facilities and receipt of the 
information by the State criminal 
history repository is 15, ranging 
from | day in Delaware, Florida, 
Illinois, New Jersey, New York, 
Ohio and Tennessee to 60 days in 
North Carolina. 


* The average number of days 
between the admission of 
offenders to local jails and receipt 
of the information by the State 
criminal history repository is 17, 
ranging from | day in New 

Jersey and South Dakota to 30 
days in California, Idaho, 
Maryland, North Dakota and 
Wyoming. 


* The average number of days 
between of correctional 
adinissions information by the 
State criminal history repository 
and entry into the criminal 
history databases is 53, ranging 
from less than | day in 
Mississippi, New York and 
Virginia to approximately 365 
days in Arkansas and Michigan. 
The majority of responding 
States (18) enter the information 
in 10 days or less. 


* Eightcen States indicate that 
they have or had backlogs in 
entering the correctional 
information into the criminal 
history databases. The number of 
person-days to clear the backlogs 
range from 2 in North Carolina 
and Oklahoma to clear an 


person-days to clear an estimated 
35,900 forms in California. 


Procedures to improve data 
quality 


Procedures employed by State 
criminal history repository to 
encourage complete arrest and 
disposition reporting, 1999 
(Table 15): 


* The method most used to 
encourage complete arrest and 
disposition reporting is telephone 
calls conducted by 38 States and 
the District of Columbia and the 
Virgin Islands. 
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information and arrest/charge cycles in ty: criminal history 


information on criminal history database from les: than 1% in 
: records, and nearly every Nevada to 70% in Maine. Three 
jurisdiction indicates multiple States (Massachusetts, Vermont 
mechanisms to ensure linkage: and Wyoming) report that all 
final court dispositions can be 
— Thirty-one States and the linked to the arrest cycle in the 
District of Columbia employ a criminal history database. 
unique tracking number for the 
individual subject. 
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Other data quality procedures 


Strategies employed by State 
criminal history repository to 
ensure accuracy of data in 
criminal history database, 1999 
(Table 18): 


* To prevent the entry and 
storage of inaccurate data and to 
detect and correct inaccurate 
entries in the criminal history 
database, a large majority of the 
jurisdictions, a total of 46 States, 
the District of Columbia and the 
Virgin Islands complete a manual 
review of incoming source 
documents or reports. 


¢ Other methods used most 


frequently include computer edit 
and verification 


programs 
employed by 42 States and the 
District of Columbia. 


¢ Manual double-checking 


before data entry is completed in 
28 jurisdictions. Manual review 


Page 8 + Introduction 


Audits 


Audit activities of State criminal 
history repository, 1999 (Table 
19): 


* Forty-seven States and the 
District of Columbia maintain 
transaction logs to provide an 
audit trail of all inquiries, 
responses and record updates or 
modifications. 


* More than half of the 
repositories, a total of 33 
jurisdictions report that the State 
criminal history repository or 
some other agency performed 
random sample audits of user 
agencies to ensure accuracy and 
completeness of repository 
records and to ensure that the 
agencies comply with applicable 
laws and regulations. 


Data quality audits of State 
criminal history repository, 1999 
(Table 20): 


* During the 5 years before the 
survey, an audit of the State 


Columbia, another agency 
conducted the audit; in | State, 
the repository conducted its own 
audit; and | State indicated that 
auditing was conducted by both 
an outside agency and the 
repository. 

° Twenty-one jurisdictions in 


1999 reported not having 
conducted an audit during the 


previous 5 years, and 17 
responded that they are not 
planning to audit in the coming 3 
years. Four States gave no 
indication of plans for the next 3 
years. 


* In 17 of the jurisdictions where 
audits were conducted, changes 
were made as a result of the audit 
to improve data quality of the 
records. 


¢ Twenty States and the District 
of Columbia had data quality 
audits planned or scheduled for 
the next 3 years. 


* Forty-seven States and two 
territories had initiatives 
underway at the repository or 
contributing agencies to improve 
data quality. Initiatives included 
audit activities (28); automation 
changes (40); disposition or 
arrest reporting enhancements 
(43); felony flagging (21); 
fingerprint enhancements (33); 
agency interfaces (37); legislation 
(19); plan development (24); 
establishment of task 
forces/advisory groups (20); 


implementation or 
of tracking numbers (21); and 
training (30). 


Criminal history records of 
Interstate Identification Index 
(111) participants maintained by 
the State criminal history 
repository and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, 1999 
(Table 21): 


¢ As of June 30, 1999, over 21.3 
million III records are indexed 
with the State’s identification 
(SID) pointers. Approximately 
12.3 million records are 
maintained by the FBI for the 
States. 
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Estimated records with 
dispositions available through 
the Interstate Identification Index 
(111), June 30, 1999 (Table 22): 


¢ Over 21.5 million records with 

were available 
through III as of June 30, 1999. 
This number means that 64% of 
the total records in III had 


dispositions, as of June 30, 1999. 


* Fees for name searches range 
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*Also a National Fingerprint File (NFF) State 


Compact States 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 1 


Percentages and numbers are reoults of estimates. Numbers have 
been rounded to the nearest 100. Percentages have been rounded to 
the nearest whole number. The ‘number of subjects (individual 


offenders)” in the State criminal history file for each year applies only 
to the criminal history fle, including partially automated files and does 
not include release by police without charging, deciinations to proceed 
by prosecutor, or final trial court dispositions. 


“The flag is set: 
** — At both arrest and conviction. 
* When conviction information is entered. 
tt When arrest information is entered. 


® For the five year period of 1994-98. 
> Through 1997. 
© 1992-97 felonies and misdemeanors. 


9 As of January 21, 2000. 


© As of January 24, 2000. 


' lowe law requires that all open arrests without dispositions must be 
expunged after four years; therefore the percent of arrests in the 
database with final dispositions is the same for the last five years and 
for the entire database. 


9 Response is for last four years. 


N Figure is for period of 1994-98 and does not include dispositions of 
“released without charging’ or ‘deciine to prosecute.” 


' Since 1983. 
| At arraignment and conviction. 
K Also when Department of Corrections entries are made. 


' Automated files only. 
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Table 1: Overvic a of State ertminal histery record eyeteme, December 31, 1988 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 2 


Except for Utah, for which corrected data was submitted, the data in 
the columns for 1995 were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Criminal Justice information Policy: Suivey of State Criminal History 
information Systems, 1995 (May 1997), Table 2. Except for Nebraska 
and Kentucky, for which corrected data were submitted, the data in the 
columns for 1997 were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Criminal Justice information Policy: Survey of State Crimina! History 
Systems, 1997 (April 1999), Table 2. 


Percentages and numbers are results of estimates. Numbers have 
been rounded to the nearest 100. Percentages have been rounded to 
the nearest whole number. The “number of subjects (individual 
Offenders)’ in the State criminal history file for each year applies only 
to the criminal history file, including partially automated files and does 
not include the master name index. 


Not available. 


® As of July 1, 1996. 


b The decrease in the total number of records is the result of a more 
accurate computer-generated number, as well as file maintenance, 
deletion of subjects over 80 years of age, and deletion of duplicate 
records. 


© The recidivism rate for the District of Columbia is 70%; therefore, as 
subjects with manual records are re-arrested, their files are partially 
automated and the manual file size decreases as the automated file 
size increases. 


9 As of January 21, 2000. 


® The decrease in the total number of records is due to updating the 
file by the deletion of “wants,” records of individuals presumed dead, 
records with multiple state identification numbers and incomplete 
records. 


Ther. is no change between 1995 and 1997 due to deleting files of 
deceased individuals. 


9 Decrease is due to a re-evaluation of the criminal history system. 
The response for 1997 is based only on subjects for whom sufficient 
Criminal history data is available to produce a rap sheet. This includes 
subjects for whom charge, disposition or supervision information is 
available. As a result of reviewing records on this basis, the number of 
subjects in the criminal history file has decreased from the responses 
of the previous years for which data were submitted. 


h This number reflects a current backlog, which will be automated 
upon processing. 


| Decrease between 1995 and 1997 Is due to a major purge of manual 
records completed by the Office of Operations. 


| Figure represents total as of July 1996. 
k Figure represents total as of August 7, 1996. 
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Table 2: Number of subjects (indiv.suel offenders) in State criminal history Mile, 1885, 1887 and 1880 


Number of subjects in Number of subjects in manual and Percent change in 
easomated fies, 1000 __ Pementoletometedfies .  iotaliiea 
1989 Manual Aukomated 

State 1905 1997 total fie fe 1986 1907 1900 1906-07 1907-90 
Total 49,607,000 54,050,400 59,086,600 6,251,600 62,814,000 
Alebeme 1,800,000 1,001,000 1,077,000 $29,600 747,400 100% 100% o% 90% “1% 
Alaska 196,100 201,900 251,100 29,800 221,300 77 Pe 88 3 24 
Arizona 711,600 798,700 915,100 0 916,100... 100 100 12 16 
Arkanwes 306,000 484,706 400,200 214,000 206,800 4 55 87 23 3 
Caltlomia 4,630,800 5,349,700 6,106,000 870,000 6,287,000 6 yy 88 17 18 
Colorado ” 900,000 986,300” 0 686,300 100% 100% 100% oe -2% 
Connectioui 744,000 811,200 825,600 230,200 606,400 56 61 72 9% 2 
Delaware 476,600 566,500 713,300 47,700 €85,600 90 92 99 9 26 
District of Columbia 507,000 607,000 532,000 106,500 426,500° 30 30 80 0 5 
Florida 3,172,700 3,960,500 3,784,200 © 3,764,200 100 100 100 6 11 
Georgia 1,700,600 1,922,200 2,132,600 © 2,192,600 100% 100% 100% 13% 11% 
Hawaii 338,300 359,700 379,400° 0 378,400" 100 100 100 6 5 
idaho 152,000 150,700 180,600 30,300 160,300 73 79 83 3 13 
iinols 2,613,600 3,042,600 9,280,000 200000 3,080,000 92 93 o4 16 8 
indiana 1,200,000 850,000 900,000 50,000 660,000 100 94 4 -29 8 
lowe 349,500 363,400 401,900 $1,200 $70,700 63% 91% sa% 4% 11% 
Kanese 697,100 748,400 821,000 440,400 900,600 39 a 4 7 10 
Kentucky 574,700 644,200 860,000 116,200 734,700 8&6 85 66 12 32 
Louisiana 1,651,000 1,730,000 1,654,000° 674,000 960,000 4 51 59 86 4 
Maine 360,000 360,000? 960,600 208,200 163,900 0 0 43 0 3 
Marytend 908,300 723,5009 1,063,700 0 1,053,700 100% 100% 100% -20% 48% 
Massachuestts 2,100,000 2,344,800 2,590,000 706,000 1,685,000 75 eo 72 12 8 
Michigan 1,074,100 1,156,200 1,250,500 © 1,280,600 100 100 100 8 9 
Minnesota 204,100 333,600 384,000 57,500 $28,500 78 62 13 18 
Micelesipp! ni 368,000 250,000 0 260,000 ... - 100 ma -32 
Missouri 738,600 824,300 914,600 106,700 748,200 7% 80% 82% 12% 11% 
Montana 133,900 152,700 141,800 0 141,800 100 100 100 14 7 
Nebraska 149,800 173,300 197,600 0 197,600 100 96 100 16 14 
Nevada 204,500 246,500 308,600 0 $05,600 100 100 100 14 24 
New Hampshire 163,300 392,900 408,900 0 408,000 67 100 100 141 4 
New Jersey 1,800,000 1,900,000 1,904,300 © 1,904,900 100% 100% 100% 98% <1% 
Nev Mexdoo 260,000 310,000 962,000 25,000" 327,000 100 100 93 19 14 
New York 4,861,100 4,765,700 44300 4,721,400 60 90 90 4 4 
North Caroline 623,000 €97,400 793,500 0 783,600 % 99 100 12 14 
North Daedota 227,200 223,900 230,400 146,000 66,400 30 M 37 “1 3 
Onio 909,700 1,483,000 1,600,000 100,000 1,600,000 68% 61% 94% 63% 8% 
Oldehoma 656,700 710,000 762,000 202,400 570,600 63 70 rc 8 10 
Oregon 788,600 879,200 906,200 0 905,200 100 100 100 11 10 
Penneylvenia 1,431,400 1,560,700 1,667,600 300,300 1,277,500 o] 71 7 8 8 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode letand 213,400 225,000 240,000 0 240,000 100% 100% 100% 5% 7™% 
South Carolina 843,700 902,400 1,002,600 84,000 948,600 93 100 96 7 11 
South Dekote 130,800 138,600 159,500 21,400 198,100 74 82 87 6 18 
Tenneaseo 655,400" 727,700 826,700 0 628,700 100 61 100 1 14 
Texas 4,912,100 5,556,200 6,157,100 © 6,157,100 100 100 100 13 1 
Utah 311,400 346,400 302,800 0 902,800 66% 100% 100% 11% 13% 
Vermont 133,500 150,900 164,900 79,400 66,500 0 a 52 13 9 
Viegin lelends 13,700 os na wm ® oO 0 0 me 
Vieginia 1,015,400 1,124,200 1,245,900 172600 1,073,900 681 84 36 11 1 
Washington 782,000 885,000 974,800 0 974,800 60 100 100 13 10 
Weet Virginia 962,800 478,900 408,100 $78,300 108,800 <1% 19% 22% 32% 2% 
Wieoonein 686,200 752,400 823,100 128,600 702,500 76 61 85 13 10 
Véyoring 82,700 80,500 97,300 0 97,300 100 100 106 8 9 
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Eap!snatery Notes for Table 3 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 3. The explanatory 
information was provided by the reepondent. 


Note: Final dispositions include release by police without charging, 
declination to proceed by prosecutor, or final ial court dlaposition. 
Percentages and numbers reporte. are results of estimates. Numbers 
have been rounded to the nearest 100. Percentages have been 
rounded to the nearest whole number. Except for Connecticut, 
Oldahoma, Puerto Rico, South Carolina and Utah, for which corrected 
Gata were eubmitted, the data for 1983 were .eken from Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice information “olicy: Survey of State 
Crtminal History information Syeteme, 1963 (Jes suery 1906), Table 3. 
Except for Connecticut, for which corrected data were submitted, the 
data for 1905 were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal 
Justice information Policy: Survey of State Criminal History 
information Systeme, 1906 (May 1907). Except for Connecticut, for 
which corrected data were submitted, the data for 1997 were taken 
from Bureau of Justice Statietics, Criminal Justice information Policy: 
a of State Criminal History information Syeteme, 1997 (Apri 

1 . 


© This figure includes 156 [200] releases by police without charging 
and 15,000 prosecutor deciinations; final court depositions are not 
reported to the repository. 


> Figure represents the number received as of April 11, 1904. 


© The number of depositions reported to the repository is measured by 
the number of depositions processed. in 1903, the repository was in 
the process of eliminating a bacidog of submitted deposition reports. 
This bacidog elimination project accounts for the significant decrease 
from 1963 to 1906. 


© Kentucky no longer enters diepositions for the courts and 
prosecutors; they are entered by tape, 80 the repository does not have 
@ Count to include in the dlapositions figure. 


© The Bureau of identification previously was unable to process 
incoming diepositions due to lack of personnel. in 1998, deposition 
reporting was given priority, and since that time, many agencies have 
increased deposition reporting. 


(Police release and prosecutor ectnatons ere reported on the eres 


9 The figure represents 190,600 processed diepositions and 50,000 
bacidogged diepositions. 


) Figure represents court diepositions. Although prosecutor 
deciinatfions are reported, the number is unknown. The number of 
Giepositions decreased from 1997 to 19°9 because in 1997 the state 
repository was working on an NCHIP project to resolve missing 
Geposiions. The count provided in 1997 includes the dieposition: 
provided in this project during that year. 


' Court dlapositions only. 
| Final charge depositions entered in 1907, 


K This was the result of a dlaposition backlog and an overtime project 
to assist In reducing the bacidog. 


' The decrease in diepositions is due to lack of staffing. The focus of 
the Nebraska criminal history repository hes been on automating the 
arrests being received and fing the diepositions being received. This 
allows Nebraska to at least establish identity. The diepositions are not 
being automated unt a request is made. Although the disposition 
ratio continues to decrease relative to the number of arrests being 
received, the diapositions are aveilable for quick automation. 
Nebraska also is working on automating the diapositions from the 
courts, 80 that they may be attached electronically, allowing Nebraska 
to increase the dleposition ratio. 


™ During 1907, the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department 
processed a bacidog of depositions, which were then passed on to the 
State repository for entry. This accounts for the larger number of 
Glepositions received! in 1997 than in 1900. 


" in fecal year 1997, in order to alleviate a backiog of current work, 
four additonal temporary employees were hired to process delinquent 
dlepositions; therefore, the number of diepositions in 1997 is greater 
than the number reported for 1989. 


© in 1907, the State repository worked with the Seattle Municipal Court 
(King County) to obtain deposition reports by downloading the 
information from the court's database. The inilel download was 
66,000 dleposition reports. As a result, the number of diepoeitions 
received during 1980 shows a decrease from the 1997 figure. 


P Represents counts of 1989 arrest diepositions posted to the 
computerized criminal history. Previous years are counts of charge 
Giepositions. 


9 During the latter part of 1998 and 1999, personne! tumover and 
increased civil card processing created a bacidog that resutted in 
reduced dieposition form collections. 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 4 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 4. The information wes 
provided by the reapondent. 


Note: Except for Arkaneas and Puerto Rico, for which additional 
information has been submitted, the data in the columns for 19860 were 
taken from Burea.s of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice information 
Policy: Survey of State Criminal History information Syeteme (March 
1001), Table 4. The data for 1983 were taken from Bureau Justice 
Statistics, Criminal Justice information Policy: Survey of State Criminal 
History information ‘yeteme, 1903 (Jenuery 1906), Table 4. Except 
for South Carolina, ‘or which corrected data were submited, the data 
for 1907 were taken from Bureau Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice 
information Policy: Survey of State Criminal History information 
Syeteme, 1997 (Apri 1900), Table 4. 


Yes 


v7 2 < 
& 


NA Not applicable. 


“Only the new information is automated. 


>The new information is added to the manual file. 


9 Ay subjects with dates of birth 1920 or later are automated. 


© Only new arrest information since July 1, 1993 is automated at this 
time due to lack of personnel. 


the manual file is not in the automated MNI. 


9 Finyerprint-eupported subjects are in an automated MNI; non- 
fingerprinted-eupported records are completely manual. 


Nasthough the criminal history database that Is utilized in Nebraska is 
fully automated, there are approximately 6,000 partially automated 
records that are in the process of being deleted. 


' Onty those subjects with dates of birth of 1940 or later are included in 
the automated MNI. 


| The automated MNI contains all arrest subjects since 1972. 


K Subjects with dates of birth prior to 1940 are in the manual file. A 
conversion project is underway . 


' The record is automated only upon a request for the record. 


™ 11 @ subject's prior fingerprint record was of poor quailty, It would not 
have been automated: upon receipt of AFIS (Automated Fingerprint 
identification System) quality fingerprints, the record will be automated. 
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Tabte 4: Actemation of master name inden and erteninal hiotery fe, 1900, 1008, 1907 and 1900 
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* Admiadan Uhemation only. 


(Release information only. 
. Net eveiable. 
NA Not eppiioaiie. 


nee 


© Thés data ts maintained by the State Department of Corrections and 
has been acosesibte via a ink between the State criminal history 
repository and the Department of Corrections since 1986. 


in the developing Oftender Based 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 6 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 6. The explanatory 
information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: Numbers and reported are reeults of estimates. 
Numbers have been rounded to the nearest 100. Percentages have 
been rounded to the nearest whole number. The total number of 
arrest cards submitted to State criminal history repositories 
in 1969 and in 1993 was calculated using the mid-point of the range 
where a range is indicated in the underlying data. Except as noted in 
the “Explanatory Notes for Table 6,” arrest information le reported to all 
State criminal history repositories by arrest fingerprint cards only. 
Except for Louisiana, Maryland, Montana, Utah and Wisconsin, for 
which corrected data were submitted, the data in the columns for 1969 
were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice 
information Policy: Survey of State Criminal History information 
Syeteme (March 1901), Table 6. Except for Alabama, for which 
corrected data were submitted, the data in the columns for 1903 were 
taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice information 
Policy: Survey of State Criminal History information Systems, 1903 
(January 1906), Table 6. The data in the columns for 1907 were taken 
from Criminal Justice information Policy: Survey of State Criminal 
History information Systems, 1997 (April 1998), Table 6. 


Not available. 
NA Not applicable. 


© Figure is for fiscal year 1999. 


D Arrest information is reported by fingerprint cards, judgments and 
computers. 


© Arrests are reported by terminal, and arrest information is entered 
from final dispositions that are not fingerprint-supported. 


¢ Figure is for flecal year 1997-98. 


© Arrest information is entered from final dispositions that are not 
fingerprint-supported. 


‘arrest information was reported by fingerprint cards and on uniform 
arrest reports that may not have included fingerprints. 


9 Some arrest information is entered from final dispositions that are not 
fingerprint-eupported. 


N arrests are reported by terminal; State law and/or policy does not 


require arrest information to be supported by fingerprints; and arrest 
information is entered from final dispositions and from criminal 


summonses that are not supported by fingerprints. 
| Figure is for fiscal year 1989. 
| Arrest information was reported by a hard copy of the arrest report. 


KState law and/or policy does not require arrest information to be 
supported by fingerprints. 


Figure includes adult and juvenile records. 


™ Arrest information is reported by computers. 


" The email percentage of arrests that are not supported by 
fingerprints are assigned State identification numbers with a “U" 
(unknown) prefix. This allows for easy identification of these 
exceptions. Unsupported arrests sometimes occur when an offender 
ts hoepitalized, or refuses, or for some other reason is unable to be 


© Arrest information was reported by fingerp-int cards, terminal, final 
diepoeitions, FB! abstracts and other documents. 


P Arrest information is entered from final diepositions and crimine! 
summonses which are not fingerprint-eupported; aleo cases handied in 
Other ways, such as diversion agreements, are unsupported by 


© Arrest information for older records was entered from final 
dispositions that were not fingerprint-eupported. 


' Arrest information is entered from criminal summonses that are not 
fingerprint-eupported. 


5 Arrest information is entered from final diepositions and criminal 
summonses that are not fingerprint-eupported. 


' The increase in volume is due to live scan and fingerprints submitted 
for identification purposes only. 


U Figure includes felony and most misdemeanor arrest cards. 
V Pre-1968 arrests are supported by FBI fingerprints. 


W Arrest information was reported by fingerprint cards and court 
abstracts. 


* New York law requires that fingerprints associated with sealed 
records must be purged. 


Y with few exceptions, most unsealed arrest events are supported by 
fingerprints. 


2 Reported case dispositions that can be linked to a record but not an 
arrest event are not fingerprint-supported. 


88 Arrests for “not sufficient funds" checks are entered with only an 
index fingerprint. 


DD Figure is lower than figure for 1969 because the figure for 1993 
does not include applicant cards, as did the figure for 1989. 


CC Arrest information was reported on an arrest/custody form, which 
does not need to be accompanied by fingerprints. 


Sd Arrest information Is entered from final dispositions and citations 


that are not supported by fingerprints. The State regulations requiring 
fingerprints also are not enforced. 


©© in 1999, State law and/or policy did not require that arrest 
information be supported by fingerprints. Effective July 1, 2000, ail 
felonies and most misdemeanors are required by law to be fingerprint- 
supported. 


ff arrest information is entered from arrest forms submitted to the 
Records Bureau by the Police Department. Fingerprints are taken and 
retained in the Forensic Bureau. 
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images eubmited to orninal hatory Perce Percent 
oute a or oe 
Total €012,400 6256,000 7,625,800 6,062,400 4% 22% 
Asbema 202,000 102,300 263,600 200,600 34% 32% 100% 
Alecia 16,900 14,000 18,700 26,100" -12 M e2° 
Astzona 101,000 114800 162,600 209,000 13 as 100 
Ashanses 23,000 38,000 62,000 68,800 67 128 100 
Caliome 1,000,000 1,100,000 1,170,600" 1,458,000 10 6 9° 
Colorado 137,000 129,000 om 6% % 
Connectiout 97,100 116,000 199,500 198,000 18 21% 909 
Delaware 40,000 44,700 40,200 2,000 12 10 90" 
Otetriet of 
Columbia 10000 «41,800 98900 33200 318 7 so” 
Florida 686,400 800,600 637,500 831,700 “14 27 100 
Georgia $90,000 960000 387,800 441,300 6% 14% 100% 
awl 62,700 63200 68900 67,000 1 28 oo" 
ich ho 27,300 394,300 60,200 64,800 28 73 100 
Minis 200,900 386,700 448,700 690,000 76 33 100 
irdtena 46,400 60,400 76,000 06,600 9 ] 100 
howe 30,000 63,100 61400 66,600 77% 16% % 10% 100% 100% 100% 
Kanes 48,800 64,500 70,000 64,000 38 4 5 70-76° eo? 854 854 
Louisiana 196,900 164,700 208,400 307,800 14 33 «@ 100 100 100 100 
Meine 6,600 5,500 4,800 7,200 16 -13 60 3 30° 30° 
Maryland 103,000 162400 228,700 115,100 58% 41% 50% 100% 76%" 100% 100% 
Maseachusets §0,000- @8,000 86,000 67,500 % 31 3 0 0 0 o* 
86,000 
Michipen 1170800 114600 131,200 west 8 8= 2 14 22 100 100 = 100——s«*100 
Minnesota 26,500 40,000 48,500 60,000 61 21 24 100 100 100 100 
Miseissippl 9,000 9,000 12,000 43,600 0 33 283 100 100 0 100 
Mtsgour! 92,000 60,500 196,000 139,000" 3% 51% 4% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Montana 19,000 - 28,700 25,600 - - 11 100 100 100 100 
Nebraska 13,700 16,500 44,400 21,600 20 160 61 100 oe’ 100 100 
Nevada 36,300 40,600 60,300 76,500 37 1 56 100 100 100 100 
Now Hampehire 9,300 20,100 17,600 18,600 116 -13 @ 25-96" 100 e6* 75° 
New Jersey 146,700 110,900 129,400 160,400 -24% 17% 16% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Mew tdesico 28,200 34,800 98,000 46,000 33 9 21 968 100 100 100 
New You: 620,100 402,900 611,200 583,600 5 24 4 90 70% oo? 
North Carolina 63,200 76,300 141,800 146,100 21 88 2 100 100 100 100 
North Dakota 6,000 7,200 9,300 10,800 “ 2 16 100 90° 8§=«._-« 100 
Olio 114,800 140,200 165,000 168,000 30% 11% 4% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Otdahome e000 46000" 71900 78000 -23 58 10 100 100 100 100 
Oregon 92,100 91,400 141,000 148,200 | 54 5 100 100 100 100 
Penneyivenia 108,700 143,700 191,500 306,800 -14 3 €0 100 100 100 100 
Puerto Rico 15,800 a a = 17 
Rhode leland 30,000 25,000 = 33,000 17% = 100% 100% 100% 100% 
South Carolina 164,400 167,900 160,400 200,400 8 8% 11% 100 100 100 100 
South Dakota 17,600 19,000 27,800 26,700 11 & 4 100 100 100 100 
20,000 
Tennmeses 75,000 83,200 -_ 198,300 1 = 100 100 100 
Texas 908,400 681,400 575,800 588,000 468 -<1 2 100 100 100 100 
Ute 36,200 44,400 = 61,800 26% - 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Vermont 9,000 5,000 7800 11,800 44 58% 45% 35-40% 250 96° 
Virgin telands = Naf nat nal NA NA = NA NA NA 
Virginia 110,000 196,400 196,200 216,700 24 “4 10 100 100 100 100 
Washington 131,600 168,300 100,400 211,600 28 18 6 100 100 100 100 
weet Virginie 37,200 - 41,700 - - = = 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Wisconsin 78,600 100,000 125,400 119,900 27% 28% 4% 100 100 100 100 
11 11 -12 -15 33 100 100 100 100 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 7 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 7. The explanatory 
information wes provided by the reepondent. 


Note: Numbers are results of estimates. Except for Delaware, Florida, 
Louisiana, Pennsylvania, Puerto Rico, Utah, Vermont and Washington, 
for which corrected data were submitted, the data in the column for 
19890 were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice 
information Policy: Survey of State Criminal History information 
Syeteme (March 1901), Table 7. Except for Louisiana, Pennsyivania 
and Texas, for which corrected data were submitted, the data in the 
column for 1983 were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal 
Justice information Policy: Survey of State Criminal History information 
Syeteme, 1983 (January 1905), Table 7. The data in the column for 
1987 were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice 
information Policy: Survey of State Criminal History information 
Syetems, 1997 (April 1999), Table 7. 


. Not available. 
NA Not applicable. 


® Decision ls reported by the prosecutor, not the police. 


> Both the fingerprinting and filing of charges are performed at the 
same unit. 


© The law requires the total expungement of arrests that result in 
acquittals or dismissals. °No charges filed® are considered dismissais; 
therefore, no statistics are maintained. 


9 Police must release or charge an individual before sending 
fingerprints to the repository. 


© Notification is accomplished by disposition forms. 
t Police departments report dispositions. 
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66,000 
NA 
6-10 
1,700 
10,600 
NA 
400 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 


Yes 
No 
Yea 
No 
No 
No 
No 
Yes 
No 
Yes* 
Yea 
No 
No 
No 
Yes 
Yes 
Yeo 
Yeo 
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Bxplanatory Notes for Table 8 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 8. The information was 
provided by the reepondent. 


Note: Percentages and numbers reported are results of estimates. 
Numbers have been rounded to the nearest 100. Percentages have 
been rounded to the nearest whole number. Except for Colorado, 
Delaware, Georgia, Puerto Rico, South Carolina and Utah, for which 
corrected were submitted, the data in the columns for 1989 were taken 
from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice information Policy: 
Survey of State Criminal History information Systems (March 1991), 
Table 8. Except for South Carolina and Georgia, for which corrected 
data were submitted, the data in the columns for 1993 were taken from 
Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy: 
Survey of State Criminal History information Systems, 1993 (January 
1906), Table 8. The data in the columns for 1997 were taken from 
Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy: 
ee ae Se 
1999), 8. 


. Not available. 
NA Not applicable. 


® Based on audit sample of one jurisdiction. 
» Esumate as of April 1994. 


© Through current monitoring procedures, the number of delinquent 
prosecutor dieposition cases existing on the system is 6,800. However, 
it ls unknown how many of these are actual decisions not to prosecute. 


This situation is compounded by the fact that the largest prosecutor in 
the State does not actively submit information on a timely basis to the 


repository. 


9 The percentage is based on the number of 1997 felony arrest 
Charges that have a final disposition. It is not known how many of 
those missing final dispositions are still active cases; therefore, the 
percentage reflects the worst case scenario. 


© The result for 1993 is based on the results of a baseline audit: 
previous response was an estimate. 


' Fifty-one percent of the 1993 arrests have dispositions. 

9 Seventy-one percent of 1999 arrests have dispositions recorded. 

h The decrease in dispositions resulted when a major contributor, the 
St. Louis Police Department, stopped reporting dispositions for the 
courts, and the courts subsequently did not begin reporting. 

' Felony case dispositions entered in 1997. 


| Currently, 45% of 1999 arrests have final dispositions reported. 
When the current backlog is processed, the reporting level will 
increase. 


K Percentage represents final dispositions for 1993 felony arrests 
received as of February 15, 1904. 


| All actions, including prosecution actions, are reported as final 
dispositions to the Administrative Office of the Courts. 


™ Figure reflects the percent of dispositions reported in 1987; more 
current figures were unavailable. 


" Dispositions of all cases are reported by the Administrative Office of 
the Pennsytvania Courts, with no separation between felony and other 
grades of offenses. 


© Requirement for reporting prosecutor dispositions was relatively new. 


P Percentages are estimated based upon the number of arrests 
received at the State criminal history repository. 


° Reporting is not required by law, but some dispositions are 
voluntarily submitted. 


' Due to computer conversion and no report writing ability at this time. 
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‘Geplenetery Netes fer Taito 8 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 9. The information wes 
provided by the reapondant. 


Qeeona Zz 


® Restoration of civil rights is not tacked by the repository. 
© Record is destroyed only upon request of the subject. 


© pgmough State law does not provide for destroying conviction data, 
the State reposiiory does get orders Issued pursuant to the inherent 
authority of the courts. 


9 in some cases, set-acides are suppressed from dissemination. 
© Law provides for expungements in very limited cases. 


| Anhough State law does not provide for expungement of convictions, 
¥ expungement orders are received, the files are sealed. 
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‘Table @: Polelee/prastices of Ste criminal history repository regarding medifiestion of felony conviotinns, 1088 


provides for ere weatedby provides for ere teatedby State lew are treated provides for 
— State criminal § —- sot-nsides State criminal § —-— provides for State criminal = restoration 
: wT a lw O”6h3OUlw «CS 
Sento convictions convictions felons Civil rights 
Alabama Yes | Yee 2 Yee 2 Yes 2 
Alaska Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 5° 
Artzona Yes 2 Yeo 2 Yos 2 
Artanees Vee 2 Yo 2 Yas 2 Yee 2 
Callinmia Yes 3 Ye 2 Yoo 2 Yea 2 
Colorado 
Connectiout Yes 2 Yes? 2 a m 
Dolewere Yes 2 Yes 2 — = 
District of Yes 2 ee 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Columbia ' 
Florida Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
a Yos 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
idaho Yos 2 Yes 2 Yor 2 
nots Yes 2 Yoe 2 
indiana Yes 1 Yes 2 Yoo 2 Yes 2 
lower Yes 2 Yee 2 Yes 2 
Kanees Yes 2 Yes 2 Yea 2 Yes 2 
Kentucky Yes 2 Yes 2 Yo 2 
Louisiana Yes 3 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Meine Yes 2 
Marylend Yes 2 Yes 2 one - 
Maseachusetts Yee 3 Ves 2 Yes 3 Yoe 3 
Michigan Yea 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Minnesota 1¢ Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Missiselppi Yes ene Yes ove Yes one 
| Missouri Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 4 
Montana Yes 2 Yes 2 Yee 2 
Nebraska Yes 2 Yee 2 
Neveda Yes 3 Yes 2 Yes 2 
New Hampshire Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 os ow 
New Jeresy Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
New Mexico Yos 2 Yee 2 
New York ves 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
North Carolina yee 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
North Dakota Yes 2 Yas 2 Yes 2 
Ono Yea 2 Yee 2 Yee 2 
Oldahomea Yea 3 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Oregon Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Penneyiventa Yes® 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode island Yes 2 Yes Yes om Yes 
South Carolina Yes 2 
South Dakota Yos 2 Yes 1 Yes 1 Yes 1 
Tennessae Yoe 1 Yes 1 Yes 1 Yes 1 
Texas Yes 1 Yos 2 Yes 2 Yee 2 
Utah Yos 3 vos 2 
Vermont Yes 1 Yes 1 Yes 1 Yes 1 
Virgin islands Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 1 _ 
Virginia 3 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yos 2 
Washington Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes é 
Weeat Yes 2 Yes 2 
—— Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Wyoming Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 10 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 10. The explanatory 
Wdormation was provided by the respondent. 


Note: The figures in the columns represent the estimated percent of 
Ongesprint cards received trom State prisons and local jails both in 
States where a legal requirement (State statute or regulation) exists to 
fingerprint incarcerated individuals and send the fingerprint to the 
repository and in States where the procedure is carted out voluntarily. 
The absence of a reeponse indicated that the information is neither 
mandated by a State legal requirement nor is t voluntarily submitted. 
Percentages are rounded to the nearest whole number. 


® in Connecticut, admitted prieoners are held only in State prisons. 
information is transmitted automatically 


© Fingerprints are requested only when online data cannot be 
matched. 


9 Oniy to those offenders convicted of certain crimes, such as sexual 
and violent offenses. 
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Table 10: Fingerprinting of incarcerated offendere and linkage to records maintained by State criminal history repository, 1980 


Law requires fingerprinting of Percent of admilted prieoners for State repository uses 
annie om pave taentionia 
fingerprints _ positive identification 
and to link correctional 
State State prisons Local jalis State prieons Local jails data with proper records 
Alabama Yes Yes 100% 100% Yes 
Alaska Yes Yes me we Yes 
Anzona 
Arkaneas Yes Yes 100 = Yes 
California Yes Yes 100 100 Yes 
Colorado 
Connecticut Yes Yous 100% a Yes 
Osiaware Yes 100 Yes 
Florida Yes oP 
t— Yes 100% Yes 
idaho Yes Yes 100 -— Yes 
Hanoi Yes Yes oa - Yes 
indiana Yes 75 Yes 
lowe Yos Yes 90% = Yes 
Kansas Yes 0 Yes 
Kentucky Yes - Yes 
Louisiana Yes Yes 100 100% Yes 
baine = — ne on Yes 
Maryland Yes Yes 100% 100% Yes 
Maegachuestts Yes Yes 100 13 Yes 
Michigan Yes 100 Yes 
Minnesota Yes Yes 100 os Yes 
bieeleeipp: Yor une Ves 
Miegourl Yes 100% Yes 
Montana 100 Yo 
Nebraska Yes Yes 100 100 Yes 
Nevada 100 Yes 
New Hampshire Yes 100 Yes 
ss (New Jersey Yes Yes 100% 95% Yes 

New Mexico Yes Yes 100 Yes 
New York Yes Yes <5 c Yes® 
North Carolina Yea Yes 100 100 Yes 
North Dakota Yes Yes 100 4 Yes 
Ohio Yos ves - bas Yes 
Oldahoma Yes Yes 100% = Yes 
Oregon 100 Yes 
Penneyivenia é <5% vee! 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode island 
South Carolina Yes Yoe 100% 96% Yes 
South Dakota Yes Yo 100 95 Yes 
Tennessee Yee Yes one Yes 
Texas Yes 
Utah Yes Yes 100%? Yos 
Vermont Yos Yes 100 100% Yes 
wa 

Yes 85 Yes 
Washington Yes 
West Yes Yes -_ om Yes 

Yes Yes 100% 100% Yes 
Wyoming Yes Yes 100 one Yes 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 11 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 11. The explanatory 
information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: The figures reported in this table are frum States in which there 
ts a legal requirement (State statute or regulation) that probation/parole 
information must be reported to the State criminal history repository or 
from States where tho information is reported. The absence 
of a reeponse indicates that the State neither statutorily mandates that 
the information is reported nor is the information voluntarily reported. 
See Table 5 for States that have a legal requirement that 
probation/parole information must be reported to the repository. 
Percentages reported are the results of estimates. Percentages are 
rounded to the nearest whole number. Except for Arkansas, Georgia, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, Puerto Rico and South Carolina, for which 
corrected data were submitted, the data in the columns for 1969 were 
taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information 
Policy: Survey of State Criminal History information Systems (March 
1901), Table 11. Except for Georgia, indiana, Massachusetts and 
North Carolina, for which additional information was submitted, the 
data in the columns for 1993 were taken from Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, Criminal Justice information Policy: Survey of State Criminal 
History information Systems, 1993 (January 1995), Table 11. Except 
for Massachusetts and Washington, for which corrected data were 
submitted, the data in the columns for 1997 were taken from Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice information Policy: Survey of State 
Criminal History information Systems, 1997 (April 1999), Table 11. 


® Probation information is no longer added to the criminal history 
system. it is directly added to the supervised release file by local 
agencies. Currently 32 counties enter data into the supervised release 
fle, and some do not enter all probation actions. Accordingly, the 
percentage of total probation actions cannot be determined. 


> The reporting of probation and parole data is being addressed in the 
developing Connecticut Offender Based Tracking system (OBTS). 


© Response is based on the results of a baseline audit. 


9 Probation and parole data are maintained by the Department of 
Corrections (DOC). Its system is linked to the State criminal history 

by the DOC client number and the Michigan State 
identification (SID) number. 


© The State repository receives information on admissions to, but not 
releases from, probation. 


' The percentage was estimated due to being unable to determine all 
probation orders assigned in 1993. 


9 The percentage reflects the data reported directly to the State 
. however, there is a link to the parole and probation system 
maintained by the Department of Criminal Justice. 


1 The probation and parole system is linked to the criminal history 
system. 
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: Tabblo 11: Probation and parote data in State ortminal history repository, 1888, 1963, 1887 end 1980 


__Probation __Panie 
Seeks 1960 1983 1907 1900 1969 1983 1907 1999 
Aebema 
Alaa 
Anzona 0% = 
Arkaname 10% 90 55% 60% 90% 96% 100% 
Caifomia 86 90 100% 100 100 
Colorado ) o% <10% 100% 100% 
Delaware 100 100 100 100% 100 100 100 100% 
District of Columbia 0 0 100 a 0 0 100 ~ 
Frorida 86 es ma 85 0 
— = = = " = 
idaho o% om 0% 0% 0% 0 0% o%. 
tinole 60 0 50 - b.. 
indiana 78 67 1 16¢ 
towa eee eee eee ef eee eee 
Kaneos 98% 100% 90% 90% 90% 100% 90% 90% 
Kentuciy 100 60 90 100 80 90 —n 
Louisiana 968 100 96 95 96 100 95 96 
Maine 
Maryland 40% 100% 40% 100% 
— 100% 100 100% 100 100% 
Mannescta 90 76 78 78 90 75 78 
Missourt 100% so%® 100%° 100%° 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Mortena 
Nebraska sO 20 100 99 
New Hampshire 
Now Jerey 4% 90% 95% 100%° 90% 80% 100% 100%° 
Mew hasdoo 
New York 100 100 100 100 100 100 
North Caroina om - je 100 100 100 100 
North Dateote 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
Otdahome 10% 25% 10% 25% = 
} = 2 25 100 100% 
go eee 90 eee eee eee 
Puerto Fiou 16 1 2 2 
South Carolina 20% 6% 100% 9% 
Gosh Dakota 80 80 61 96 98% 95% 95% 95% 
Temes 50 80! 100 100 80 500 
Ure 78% h 100% h 
Vermont 10 50 - 
95% 95% 95% 5% 
West 85% 75% 90% 96% 
Wyorning 10 10 10 10% 100 100 100 100% 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 12 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 12. The explanatory 
information was provided by the reepondent. 

Note: Numbers and percentages have been rounded to the nearest 
whole number. Numbers of unprocessed or partially processed 
fingerprint cards have been rounded to the nearest 100. 

. Not available. 


NA Not applicable. 


® The average time for automated reporting is 4 hours. The average 
for manual reporting is 7 to 30 days. 


> The average tme for entry of automated data is 1 day. The average 
time for manual data is 30 days. 


© Arresting agencies’ reporting is automated via the arraignment 
procedure and through the court. 


9 No backlog exdets with reepect to the processing of fingerprint cards; 
however, a bacidog of 159,000 records exists In the resolution of 
pending criminal history records. The records are ‘pending’ due to 
incomplete arrest data. 


© Fingerprint cards average 30 days; livescan is received trom 30 
minutes to 24 hours. 


(Ureean, 96 hau ery cate, 9 days: miodemeaner cane $0 


9 Booking agencies. 


Nuvescan is entered within 30 minutes; manual cards are entered 
within 3 days. 


' The average time for Honolulu Police Department and Honolulu 
Shertf's from which 67% of the arrests 

fingerprim cards is 3 to 5 days; arrest data ls received from Honolulu 
Police Department and Honolulu Sheriffs Department in 1 to 4 days. 
For the remaining arrests the State, the average time for 
receipt of fingerprint cards is 20 days; for arrest data, the average time 
is 7 to 14 days. 


| Livescan Is received the same day. 


Kt veecan Is received the same day: inked fingerprints are received 
between 3 and 10 days. 


' Current backlog is related to AFIS and the new criminal history 
system. 


™ Automated cards are received within 1 day; manual cards are 
received within 10 days. 


" Automated data is entered within 1 day; manual data is entered 
within 2 days. 


© Livescan data is entered immediately. 


P Approximately 55 percent of the arrests in New York City are 
received in less than 1 day. 5 percent of the arrests 
throughout the rest of the State are received in less than 1 day. 


4 Livescan information is received and entered within 1 day. 


" Livescan is received and entered within 1 day; manual cards are 
emered within 150 days. 


5 Liveecan Is received and entered within 2 minutes; mail-in cards are 
received and entered within 2-3 days. 


' Au current data is entered: the bacidog consists of old records sent in 
by a single agency in a single batch. 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 13 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 13. The explanatory 
information was provided by the repositories. 


NA Not applicable—no legal requirement mandates the reporting of 
the information to the State criminal history repository. 


® Due to backlog. 


> The court dlaposition backlog reflects the number of delinquent court 
cases that are identified through ongoing delinquent monitoring 
programs; the repository does not receive court forms per se, for the 
purpose of ongoing data entry. 


© AN courts, with the exception of Jackson County and the St. Louis 
area, send dieposition information to the Office of State Courts 
Administrator, which in tum provides the information to the State 
repository. It is then printed and entered into the system. A new 
system ie currently being designed that will replace this method. 


9 Automated information is supplied through the State Office of Court 
Administration. 


® Town and village court dispositions are entered manually. 
! AN disposition information is reported to the Administrative Office of 
the Courts, which in tum sends tapes to the State criminal history 


9 Diepositions received electronically are applied within 1 day of 
receipt; manually reported dispositions are applied within 60 days. 
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number 
of days between Percent of 
of cases Geposed Number of 
final court Number of of in State Bacidog of unprocessed Number of 
end) = courts currently §=—_ represented by Or partially pereon-days 
entry of data reporting Courts reporting court data processed needed 
into criminal by automated by automated into criminal court dleposition to eliminate 
history database means means history database forme backlog 
os Yes 180 
30 1 >1% No 
1008 30 = Yes 14,750 60 
70 146 45 No ° 
3-5 36 100% 
1 20 100 No 
1 1 78 No 
7 67 100 Yes 
90 100 20% No 
1-14 14 80 Yes 114,000? 2,200 
2 44 100 No 
30 51 >60 No 
30 Yes = 160 
2 Ves 800 3 
a Yes 300,000 800 
30 Yes in 60 
~ Yeo 30,000 300 
2 No 
- 100% No 
<1 83 100 No 
ww 199 390 No 
2 36 100 No 
Yes 5,000 
- ¢c Yes 25,000 80 
160 Yes 12,000 120 
>180 Yes 163,000 400 
10 No 
5 Yos 5 
» = — x 96,000 200 
os 
1 ~ Yes 6,000 30° 
1 100 100 Yes 21,800 90 
60 No 
Ono 21 3665 30 47™™ Yes 148,000 120 
Otdahoma 30 30 1 10-15 Yes 18,000 90 
- = 60 24 65 Yes 10,900 68 
we 100 Yes 136,000 900 
Pyerto Rico 
<—_ iS % - pte 
5 5 «& 100% No 
South Dakota 14 14 as 100 No 
Tennessee 63 5 No 
Teune 30 1-609 40 60 Yes 11,500 60 
(anh 90 0 8 75% Ves 200 5 
Vermont 10 90 Yos 9,600 63 
Virgin islands 60 . Yes 
Virginia 10 3 81 50 No 
Washington 18 35 Yes 220,000 5,200 
Vest - Yes 10 
— 110 4 61 63% No 
Wyoming - a Vee 800 10 
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Guplanatory Notes for Table 14 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 14. The explanatory 
information was provided by the reepondent. 


Note: Numbers and percentages have been rounded to the nearest 
whole number. Numbers of unprocessed or partially processed 
Custody-eupervieion reports have been rounded to the nearest 100. 


NA Not appiicable-no legal requirement mandates the reporting of the 
information-to the State criminal history repository. 


® For current backdog of 21,900 for 1990 only. 


> Figure represents 100% of only the status change actions reported 
by the Caifomia Youth Authority. Figure does not address Department 
of Corrections at thie time. 


© State pricon system admissions are received monthly. 


1 This information is automated. 
© Livescan is received in 1 day; others are received within 5 days. 
' Backiog ts pre-1982 only. Since 1982, there is no backing. 


9 The information is received immediately when entered online. If 
fingerprints are required, input time increases. 


1 Commitments are received on the same day; correctional status 
reports are received within 3 days. 


' Commitment cards are considered part of the felony backdog that 
exists. 


| AM prison admissions are entered; backiog consists of prison release 
notifications. 
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Starvay of State Criminal Histary Information Systems, 1999 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 15. The explanatory 
wéermation was provided by the reepondent. 


* Usts generated ave used to provide notice to criminal justice 
agencies in order to obtain the missing depositions. 


© pudite. 

» Training. 

© Report leting arrests with no dispositions. 

9 Joint education effort with the State court clerks. 
© Court Net. 

' Bectronic reporting from the court system. 

0 Newslatiar and taining seminars. 


" Contact courts as incomplete records ave dlecovered and adjust 
accordingly. 


' Electronic mall, training, euditing, search of court's automated system 
to find missing diepositions. 


| Fax. 

Quarterly newsletters, training seesions and seminars. 
| AFIS seminars. 

™ Conferences and workshops. 

" Computer access to court database. 


© Lists are used to research and locate missing record or to notity 
courts of missing records. 
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Tate 16: Procedures employed by State criminal history repository to encourage complete arrest and dlepoeition reporting, 1980 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 16 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 16. The explanatory 
information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: State repositories were asked to list all methods that may be 
utlized to link disposition infomation. Matching of several items of 
information may be used to confirm that the appropriate link is being 


made. Also, if information of one type is missing, repositories may 
look to other types of information contained on the disposition report. 


* Method(s) utilized by the State repository 1 >r linking disposition 
information and arrest/charge information also permit the linking of 
diepositions to particular charges and/or specific counts. 


® Arrest agency and booking number. 
> Criminal Justice Information System (CJIS) case number. 


© Originating agency number (ORI), Florida Department of Law 
Enforcement or FBI number, sex, race, date of birth. 


4 Submission of fingerprints. 


© Probation contro! file (PCF) number. 


' The record reflects an authorized criminal case providing whatever 
charges are filed for the case by the arresting agency, prosecutor and 
court. 


9 Date of birth and reporting agency's ORI number. 
State identification (SID) number. 

| ORI number. 

| Not in al cases. 

K Warrant number arrest event identifier. 

' Thumbprints. 

™ Arrest offenses and process contro! number. 
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Arrest date Subject name 


Table 16: Methods to link dleposition information to arresvoharge information on criminal history record, 1988 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 17 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 17. The explanatory 
information wes provided by the reepondent. 


Note: Numbers and percentages reported are results of estimates. 
Numbers have been rounded to the nearest 100. Percentages have 
been rounded to the nearest whole number. 

. Not evailable. 


* All data received can be linked. 


® Court information is held in an automated format and periodically 
rerun for linkage to arrest. 


> The arrest segment also is created from correctional fingerprint data. 


© Court data only is entered into a suspense file and is applied to the 
computerized criminal history system upon receipt of arrest. 


9 The court disposition is placed in a pending file and does not show 
on the record. 


© if fingerprints are submitted, an entry is created that includes arrest 
information and disposition. 


! information is retumed to the contributor. 


9 A database of court information is maintained. 


Unlinked court diepositions are not recorded on a criminal history 
record until fingerprints are processed; 45% of the unlinked 
dlepoeitions were linked later through fingerprint processing. 


' Agencies can query a fle of court data that Is not linked to an arrest. 
| t supported by fingerprints. 

K it no identification record exists. 

' information is entered into a non-fingerprint supported database. 


™ One last attempt is made to link the information by using the prison 
fingerprints in leu of the arrest fingerprints. 


" Contact arresting agency to obtain fingerprint card with charges. 


© Manually attempt to link court information; method is successful in 
about 10% of the cases. 


P Department of Corrections admissions are 100% fingerprint-based. 


9 Stored in a temporary database, manually researched, then posted 
to the system if possibile. 


" Court dleposition contains a fingerprint. 
5 Fingerprint-based reporting only. 
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Tubte 17: Presedure fellowad when linkage cannot be made between court or correctional infermation in the criminal history database, 1900 
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Apa baad a 


Guplenstery Notes tor Tehto 18 


‘The nates below expand on the data in Table 16. The explanatory 
Wnéormation was provided by the reepondent. 


® @pecified data elements are 100 percent verified. 
D gynchronize with FBI tapes, biennial audit of random sample 
records. 


© gente audit review program comparing arrest and court documents to 
state repository record. 


9 Veary audits. 
© Local audits. 


' neany calls are made to the courts and arresting agencies to clear up 
inconsistencies and/or secure missing information. 


9 Source agency ls contacted by telephone for critical data miesing of 
Incomplete ciate. 


" Key data elements are verified. 

| Synchronize with FBI tape. 

| Al data entry le dual-entered. 

Manual double-cheoking after data entry. 
' Periodic audits by the Atlomey General. 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 19 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 19. The explanatory 
information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: Except for Wieconein for which corrected data were submitted, 
the data in the columns for 1969 were taken from Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, Criminal Justice information Policy: Survey of State 
Criminal History information Systems (March 1991), Table 18. Except 
for Wieconein, for which corrected were submitted, the data in the 
columne for 1963 were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Criminal Justice information Policy: Survey of State Criminal History 
information Systeme, 1903 (January 1996), Table 19. Except for 
Missouri, for which corrected data were submitted, the data in the 
columne for 1907 were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Criminal Justice information Policy: Survey of State Criminal History 
information Systems. 1907 (Apri 1990), Table 19. 


® All inquiries are logged; updates are limited to the last transaction. 


> Random sample audits were scheduled to begin in February 1994, 
resources permitting. 

© The reviews for accuracy and completeness are self-administered. 
For example, the database review is part of the repository evaluation 
procedure. 


9 The expungement process was audited for 1990-92. 


® Expected completion date. 


t Since June 30, 1982, the Georgia Crime information Center (GCIC) 
auditors have had to reduce the scope of their audits to satisfy 
National Crime information Center (NCIC) audit frequency 
requirements. 


9 The program is in the testing stage. 


1 Record transaction log onty 

' AN court records are compared with arrest information, and any 
inconsistencies are resolved before entry on the rap sheet. If 
problems occur frequently with a particular department, a visit to 
provide training is recommended. 


| A formal audit was not conducted; an agency was provided 
assistance on improving its procedures. 


K in-house audits only. 


' The State criminal history repository is currently working with the 
State courts on a disposition clean-up project that entails the courts’ 
reviewing the repository database and obtaining missing dispositions. 
Meetings are conducted with ail reporting agencies within a county, in 
Conjunction with the State repository, to review agency responsibilities 
and data quailty issues identified in the reviews by the courts. 


™ The audit program is under development. 
" Very limited. 


© Law enforcement agencies that have terminals are audited every 18 
months. 


P A one-time audit also was conducted for the years 1935-99. 
9 Logs are maintained for inquiries and responses only. 


 Fleld staff work with agencies on data quality. 
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uate tox cnn cattetton of @tata ortminal hitory ropectiery, 1008, 1600, 1907 end 1089 
Pertod of 
Treneaction ume 
Date of covered 
Otate lest audit by audit 
Agha Yee No 
Aiecikn, No No 6/e 6/e7 
Anzona No No 1140 1998-07 
Aransas No No 
Cafffoma Yes No continual continual 
Colorado Yes Yes Yee 
Connectiout Yes Yos Yes 
Delawere Yes No No 
Distict of Yoo No You 1906 1 mo. 
Cohmabia 
Fovida Yes Yes Yes Yoo No Nod Yes Yes 700° 1980-00 
George Yes Yes Yes Yes No! Yes Yes ongeing 
Ves Yeo Yoo Yee No Yes Yee Ves Ho 1/83- 12/04 
idaho Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No Yes? 
nols Yoo Yes Yes You No Yes Yes Yos ongoing 
indians Yes Yes Yes No No Yes No No 
jowa, Yes Yes Yos Yes No No Yes You continual last § yrs. 
Kanees Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No 
Kentucky No Yes Yes Yoo No No No Yes 100 
Louisiana v v v Yes No No No No 
paeane Y Y Y Yes No! No! No No 
Maryland Yoo Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yos Yos 1989 1998 
Mageactwests Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No No 
Michigan Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes Yes 19983 1901 
Minnesota Yeo Yes Yes Yes No Yeo No No 
hasieaipp! No No Yes Yes No No No No 
Miesourt: Yes Yes Yes Yes Yeo" No Yeo! Yes! 
Montane Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 1999 1903-06 
Nebraska Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No No 
Nevada Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yos Yes continual 2 yrs. 
Rew Yes Yee No Yes No No No No 
Hampehire 
New Jersey No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yos Yes continual _—continual 
New Mes650 Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No No 
New You Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes ongoing ongoing 
North Carolina Yoo Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yoo No 
North Dakota Yes Yos Yes Yer Yes Yes Yos Yes ongoing 2 yrs. 
Onio Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yoo 1999 1994-99 
Oldahome No Yes Yes Yea No No No Yes™ 
Oregon Yes Yes Yes No Yes No No 
Penneytvenia Yoo Yes Yes Yos Yes Yes Yes Yes 11488 1997 
Pusrto Rico Yoo ont No 
Rhode tetand Mo No Ves No No No ves No 
South Cascina «= Yes Yos Yeo Yes No Yes" Yes° Yes ongoing 1yr 
South Dakota Yes Yes Yes Yes Yos Yes Yes Yes 100 ongoing? 
Tennessee Yes No Yes No ver No 
Texas Yee? Yes? ve? Ye" No Yes Yes 196 5 yrs. 
Uren Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 5 yrs. 
Vermont Yes Yew? Yes Yes No Yes Yos Yes 1993 1992 
Virgin tetands No No No = No No No 
Virginia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 1969 1964-89 
Washington Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 1997 1994-96 
Weet Virginia Yes ves Yes Yes No No Yes Yes 1995 entire 
database 
Wisconsin Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes 999 1996 
Wyoming Yos ves Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes 786 7-9/97 


Explanstory Notes for Table 20 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 20. The explanatory 
information wes provided by the reepondent. 


® Deta standardization projects. 


> The last complete audit of the State criminal history 
record information system was conducted in August 1982 by another 
agency. Although no subsequent audit has been done, the repository 
continues to incorporate many of the audit recommendations. 


© There are no immediate plans for data quality audits of the State 
repository's records within the next three years. The State has 
experienced severe budgetary cutbacks that reeulted in reductions in 
the data processing resources available in the Hawaii Criminal Justice 
Data Center. The data quality audit program undertaken in 1994-06 
will no longer be retained. 


© wiesing deposition research. 


© The level of completeness is monitored by the annual system 
reports. 


' A new criminal history record system was developed and deployed in 
December 1999. 


9 Standard practices and interagency legisiative initiatives. 
Continuation of task force/advisory group. 

' Felony flagging. 

| Findin ye of the audit are pending publication. 
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Dets 
planned initiatives 
or 

scheduled underway 

for next to improve 
State years fasteuch 846 by aud perormedeud!t asarceutcieudi® 3 years data quality” 
Alabera No No 2,3,4,5,7,8,10,11 
Alneke No Yes 1,2,8,6,6,8,10,11 
Auteona No Yes 1,2.3,6,6,10,11 
Arvansas No Yes 1,2,3,6,6 
Caliloma No No 2,3,9,7,128 
Colorado 
Connectiout No No 3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10 
Osteware Yos 1907 1988-07 Other agency 1,2,3,6,8,9 No 
Diettct of Columbia Yoo 1996 1886 Other agency :2,8,5,6,8,11 Yes 1,2,3,4,6,6,6,9,11 
Florida Yes 1998; 1988-67; Otheragency,  § 2,3,7,8,11 Yos 1,2,3,4,6,6,7,8,9,10,11 

2000 1989-289 repository 
No 1,3 
— ne No® 2,5,6,12° 
idaho No No 1,2,3,5,6,7,8,10,11 
Hinots Yes 1907 1996 Otheragency  2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,11 Yes 1,2,3,6,8,9, 10,11 
indiena Yes one pm Other agency 2,3,5,6,10 No 2,3,5,6,8,10 
lowe, Yes 2000 1996-80 Other agency 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,11 You 1,2,3,4,6,6,11 
Kaneas Yes 1904 random Other agency 3,6,8,11 Yes 1,2,3,4,5,%,7,8,9,10,11 
Louisiana No - 1,2,3,4,6,8,9, 10, 11 
Maine No Yes 3,5,10,11 
Maryland No Yes 
Maseachuestis No No 2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10,11 
Michigan No® Yes 1,2,3,6,6,7,11 
Minnesota No Yee 1,2,3,5,6,8,11 
Mizeleeippi No 1,2,3,5,6,11 
Miswourt Yes 1907-98 1991-96 Other agency og No 2,5,6,7,11 
Morkane Yes ns - Other agency 1 No 1,2,3,4,5,6,6,9, 11 
Nebraska No No 1,3,4,7,11 
Nevada No No 1,2,3,4,6,11 
New Hampshire Yes 1995 1 year Other agency No 3,4,5,6,10 
New Jeresy No No 1,2,3,4,5,6,8,9 
New Mexico Yes 1994 random Other agency 4,6,8,9, 10,11 Yos 1,3,4,6,7,8,9, 10,11 
New York No No 1,2,3,5,6,7,9,11,1 
North Carolina No No 1,2,3,4,5,6 
North Dakota No No 2,3,5,6, 10 
Ohio Yes 1999 = 11 Yes 3,5,6 
Otdahoma ‘es 1999 12/90 Other agency Yes 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 
Pennesytvenia ~ 1908 1997 Other agency 8,9 ve 2,3,6,8,9, 10,11 
~ 6 1 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode leland No 2,3,4,11 
South Caroline Yee 2000 1 your Other agency 2,3, No 2,3,5,6,7,11 
South Dehkota Yes 2000 1935-99 Other agency 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, Yes 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10,11 
1 
Tennecese No - 1,2,3,7,8,9,10 
Texas Yes Other agency 2,3,5,11 Yes 1,2,3,4,6,8,9 
Utah ves 1999 All Other agency - 2,11 
Vermone No Yes 1,2,3,4,5,5,7,8,9",10,1 
1 

Virgin ietands No No 2 
Virginie Yes 1999 9-10/09 Other agency 1,8 Yes 1,2,3,6,7,8,11,12! 
Washington Yes 1997 1994-96 Other agency No 2,3,5,6,7,8,9, 10,11 
Weet Virginie Yes 1995 entire Other agency  2,4,8,9 2,5,9,10 
Wieconein You 1999 1998 Other agency =! Yes 2,3,5,6,8,9 
Wyoming No No 3,4,11 
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Bi | Guptanatery Metes tor Table 21 

The notes below expand on the data in Table 21. 


Note: The information in this table was by the Criminal 
Justice information Services Division, 


* "State ls a partolpant in the Nelional Fingerprint File (NFF). 
T grate te a signatory of the National Crime Prevention and Privacy 
Compact. 
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a ee aay aeaNY an 


Percent of total Percent of total 

he. 
Total 
Alebema 
Alaska 
Arizona 

q Araneae 
Calltomia 
Colorado’ Yes 630,133 472,413 74% 168,720 26% 
Connectiout’ Yes 903,443 162,387 54 141,086 46 
Deleware Yes 156,258 90,488 58 64,770 42 
District of No 144,905 0 0 144,905 100 
Roane Yes 2,931,725 2,304,420 82 537,905 18 
Georgia! Yes 1,768,963 1,623,302 91% 168,651 9% 

Hawell No 125,919 0 0 125,919 100 
idaho Yes 150,474 114,219 76 36,255 24 
Hinole Yes 1,603,942 425,073 27 1,178,860 73 
indiana Yes 424,793 58,339 14 906,454 86 
lowat Yes 311,072 46,904 15% 264,078 85% 
Kansas No 344,743 0 0 344,743 100 
Kentucky No 285,954 0 0 206,964 100 
Louisiana No 622,730 0 0 622,730 100 
Maine No 57,649 0 0 57,640 100 
Maryland Yes 784,738 33,477 4% 721,261 96% 
Massachusetts No 249,001 0 0 249,001 100 
Michigan Yes 892,879 788,263 88 104,616 12 
Minneeota Yes 296,683 256,217 86 40,466 14 
Misslesippi Yes 184,952 6,976 4 177,976 96 
Miseour Yes 576,441 964,554 63% 213,887 37% 
Montanat Yes 115,196 64,177 56 50,959 44 
Nebraska Yes 141,989 3,514 2 138,475 968 
Nevada Yes 349,181 138,903 40 210,278 60 
New Hampshire Yes 142,104 47,368 33 94,736 67 
New Jersey” Ves 1,138,437 1,061,712 95% 56,725 5% 
New Mexico Yes 254,302 11,027 4 243,275 96 
New York Yes 2,542,535 2,274,659 89 267,876 11 
North Carolina’ Yes 719,144 667,359 93 51,785 7 
North Dakota Yes 44,920 13,803 31 91,117 69 
Ohio Yes 925,624 723,201 78% 202,423 22% 
Oklahoma Yes 366,894 120,693 33 246,201 67 
Oregon’ Yes 500,066 418,766 84 81,320 16 
Penneylvania Yes 1,199,638 775,543 68 364,085 32 
Puerto Rico No 
Rhode island No 89,335 0 0 89,335 100% 
South Carotinat Yes 800,123 780,333 94% 49,790 6 
South Dakota Yes 127,904 42,914 34 84,990 66 
Tennecese No 569,779 0 0 560,779 100 
Texas Yes 2,293,703 2,095,559 91 198,144 9 
Utah Yes 246,576 198,031 80% 48,545 20% 
Vermont No 40,847 0 0 40,847 100 
Virgin islands No 
Vieginia Yes 856,983 596,531 70 258,452 30 
Washington Yes 665,146 232,805 35 432,341 65 
weet Virginia Yes 129,122 5,423 4% 123,699 96% 

Yes 623,022 207,674 33 415,348 67 

Wyoming Yes 77,502 55,395 71 22,107 29 
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* See Table 21 for total number of records in Ili for each State and 
tentiary. 
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Getimated reserde with dispositions available through the interstate identification index (1M), June 30, 1808 


Estimate | of total records 
in ven aveladie, 
6/30/60" 


Estimated record:, with 
avellable twough iil, 


21,586,173 
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Quptanatery Hates for Table 29 


‘The nstes below expand on the data in Table 23. The explanatory 
idesnation was provided by the reepondant. 


NA Not applicable. 


© No fees are charged ifthe request is tom a governmental, 
noncrteninal justice agency. 


© The same tee echecule applies for volunteers, except volunteers for 
non-promt that work with children are exempt from paying 
fees. in there is a Public Acoses Authority facility avaliable to 
the general public at the State criminal history repository, the main 
County Police Stations, and the Hilo District Court, twough which 
conviction information may be viewed free of charge, or for a fee of 


$10 f a hard copy printout ls provided. 


© The fee for a fvescan search is $12; the fee for a a wdecan 
fingerprint search is $14. 


1 Teg too tr en extamnated came cons 7; « melvin name coaseh 
is 


© State inw mandates that no fee may be charged for checks of schoo! 
vohmnieers. 


 # the resus are retumed by Intemet, the fee le $10; # by mail, the fee 
is $13; the results are retumed by facsimile, the fee ls $15. 


9 Non-promt agencies. 
P Proposed change to Administrative Code. 


' Current New York State law does not provide for Sngerpri. . checks of 
volunteers. 


| There Is no fee for non-profit organizations that have @ mentor or 
tutoring program for either fingerprint-eupported search or name 


* The foe for a non-proft agency le $2; for govemment agencies, $; 
and for all o*hers, $13. 
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CC PEASPEE  E: << 


z Vabte 28: Pose charged by State criminal hietory repository for nonoriminal justice purposes, 1888 


State currently charges 

fee for conducting Amount of fee charged ie; Amount of tee charged for volunt2ers Js: 

criminal history record State 

search for noncriminal §  —- Fingerprint- Gifferent fee Fingerprint- 
Siete justice requester supported search Name search for volunteers supported search § Name search 
Atebema Yes $25 $25 No 
Alaska Yes 35 20 No 
Anzona Yes 6 No 
Araness Yes 15 15 No 
California Yes 0-52 NA Yes Varies NA 
Colorado 
Connecticut Yes* 25 25 Yes 18 18 
Osieware Yes 25 NA Yes 18 
Oletrict of Columbia Yes 18 5 No 
FRlortda Yes 1§ 15 No 

Yes $15 NA No 
1 Yes 25 15 No? 
idaho Yes 10 5 No 
anole Yes 12-,4¢ 7-124 No 
indiana Yes 10 7 Yes 0° 0° 
lowe Yes NA $10-15! Yes NA $5 
Kansas Yes $17 10 No 
Kentucky Yes 10 10 No 
Louisiana Yes 10 10 No 
Maine Yes 8 8 No 
Maryland Yes $18 NA No 
Massachusetts Yes NA $25 No 
Michigan Yes 15 5 Yes $15 $0 
Minnesota Yes NA 15 Yes? NA 8 
Mieslexippi No No 
Missouri Yes $14 $5 No 
Montana Yes - os No 
Nebraska Ves 10 10 No 
Nevada Yes 15 1§ No 
New Hampehire Yes 24 10 Yes $18 $10 
New Jersey Yes $25 $15 Yes $18 $10" 
New Mexico Yes NA 7 No 
New York Yes 50 NA nal 
North Carolina Yes 14 10 No 
North Dakota Yes 20 20 No 
Ohio Yes $15 NA No 
Oldahoma Yes 19 $15 No 
Oregon Yes 12 15 No) 
Yes NA 10 No 

Puerto Rico 
Rhode island Yes $24 $5 No 
South Carolina Yes 25 25 Yes $18 $18 
South Dekota Yes 15 NA No 
Tennessee Yes 24 NA Yes 18 NA 
Texas Yes 1§ 1 No 
Utah ves $15 $10 No 
Vermont No No 
Virgin telands Yes 9 Yes $0 
Virginia Ves 13 15 Yes $13 8 
Washington Yes 25 10 Yes? 0 0 
Weet Virginia 
Wisconain Yes 10 2-19 No 
Wyoming Yes 15 NA Yes $10 NA 
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repositories in January — September 
1999. A total of 53 jurisdictions 
were surveyed, including the 50 
States, the District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 

and the U.S. Virgin Islands. 
Responses for at least one part of 
the survey were received from 53 
jurisdictions. Puerto Rico did not 
submit a survey response to either 


Page 60 * Methodology 


* capacity of criminal history 
system to flag convicted felons in 


the database; 


* level of fingerprint-supported 
arrest reporting to the State 
repositories and the processing und 
timeliness of the information that is 
entered into criminal history record 
databases; 


* notice to the Staic repository of 
persons released without charging 
following submission of 

fingerprints to the State repository; 


° level of 
information in State criminal 
history databases; 


* extent to which the records in 
State criminal history databases 
contain final disposition 
information; 

* policies and practices of the State 
repository regarding modification 
of felony convictions; 


* ability of the State repositories to 
link reported disposition data to 
arrest data in State criminal history 
record databases; 


° level of audit activity in the 
States and the strategies employed 
the State repositories to ensure 
accuracy of the data in the criminal 
history record databases; and 


° participation of the States in III 
and NFF; and 


° fees charged by State criminal 
history repositories for conducting 
record searches for noncriminal 
justice requesters. 


The Federal Bureau of 
Investigation also provided the 
source of information in two areas. 
The information includes the 
number of criminal history records 
of the States participating in the 
Interstate identification Index (III) 
system that are maintained by the 
State criminal history repositories 
and the number of III records 
maintained by the FBI for the 
States. The number of III records 
containing dispositions also is 
taken from FBI data. 


Following the receipt of the 
responses, all data were tabulated. 
Survey respondents were requested 
to respond to particular questions 
relating to the current data 
compared to data from earlier 
surveys. Respondents also were 
permitted a final review of the data 
after it was placed in the tables that 
appear in this report. 


Numbers and percentages shown in 
the tables were rounded. In most 
cases, numbers were rounded to the 
nearest 100. Percentages were 
rounded to the nearest whole 
number. 
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In the analyses of the tables, 
averages and totals were calculated 
using the mid-point of the range 
where ranges appear in the 

data. In instances 
where the result is .5, when it 
followed an even number, the 
number was rounded down to the 
even number (e.g., 4.5 became 4); 
in instances where the .5 followed 
an odd number, the number wa. 
rounded up to the next even 
number (e.g., 1.5 became 2). 


Data reported for 1989 was taken 
from Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Survey of Criminal History 


Information Systems (March 1991). 
Data reported for 1993 was taken 


from Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Survey of Criminal History 
Information Systems, 1993 (January 
1995). Data reported for 1995 was 
taken from Bureau of Justice 


“U.S. Government Printing Office: 2000 — 472-608/30002 


Survey of State Criminal History Information Systems, 1999 


Methodology ° Page 61 


vwwisearch.org 


Here's just a sample of the justice information 
you'll find on our Website... 


Services 
IT Clearinghouse. Provides justice 
information 


integrate automated information 
systems. 


Training. Offers courses to local, state 


and federal agencies on computer 
issues with criminal 


technology 
justice applications. 


Policy Assistance. Provides justice 
information policy programs to help 
states expand the utility of their 
criminal history records. 


Projects 

integrated Justice. Profiles of agencies/jurisdictions 
involved in justice integration projects; related resources. 
NIBRS. Profiles of states’ participation in National 
Incident-Based Reporting System Program; related 
resources. 

Law Enforcement IT. information/resources on mobile 
computing; computer-aided dispatch; records 
management systems; wireless communications. 


Court Task Force. information on national court 
automation and integration activities; court technical 
assistance. 


Drug Courts. information on technical assistance to drug 
courts on evaluation and management information 
systems. 

ICAC Task Force Program. information on regional 
training for internet Crimes Against Children Task Force 
units. 


GA 


Bureau of Justice Statistics 
A selection of reports 


(revised October 2000) 
Call toll-tree 1-600-732-3277 to order BJS 


To view or download the latest electronic pubii- 
cations (tes followed by z are available) go to 
the BUS inmtemet World Wide Web page 
(itp://wewrw..o}p. usdoj.gov/djs/). For drugs and 


chme data, use the 

(wow. gov) or call toll- 
free 1-800-666-3332, the Policy infor- 
mation Clearinghouse of the 


to 5 titles are free; 6-10, $10; 11-15, $15; 
$20; over 20, call for estimate. Librar- 
ies call for special rates. 


BUS data sets and documentation are available 


American indians and crime, NCJ 173386, 


NCJ 168629, 20x14 inch (no text): 
NCJ 168630, 33x20 inch (no text) z 
BJS fiecal year 00: At a glance, NCJ 183014, 


Firearm injuries from crime, NCJ 160093, 


Background 
1988, NCJ 180882, 6/00, 12p z 


Guns used in crime, NCJ 148201, 7/95, 7p 
Effect of NIBRS on crime statistics, NCJ 

178890, 7/00 16p z 

Federal firearm offenders, 1992-98, NCJ 

180795, 6/00, 20p z 

Performance measures for 

justice system, NCJ 143505, 10/93, 167p 


Techeieal appendix, NCJ 112011, 088 93p, 


_ Victims: 1973-02, 


Crimes and victims 
Criminal victimization and of 
commun sy oe, oa 
173040, 6/99, GOp z 
Criminal victimization in the U.S. 1986, NCJ 
171129, G/00, 16p z 

in the United States, 1982-96. 

171145, 9/99, Sp z 

Homicide trends in the United States. NCJ 
173956, 1/99, 3p z 


update, NCJ 179767, 3/00, 4p z 
Criminal victimization: 1988: 


justice in the United States and 
10/96, 105p z 


Students’ reports of school crime: 1969 and 
1906, NCJ 169607, 4/96, 52p z 

indicators of school crime and safety, 2000, 
NCJ 184176, 10/00, 204p z 


and other countnes 
on victimization 


8/95, Bp z 

Homicide trends in the United States, 1996 
Update, NCJ 173956 3/00, 4p. 

Young black male victims, NCJ 147004, 
12/94, 2p z 

intimate partner violence, NCJ 178247, 5/00, 


12p z 
from 20 of surveying crime 
144525, 10/93, 47p z 


Drugs and crime 


State drug resources: 1997 national direc- 
tory z Jonatactitatentaaten tort 


.gov/druglact/states/states 
Drugs, crime, and the justice system: A 
national report, NCJ 133652, 5/93, 224p 
Technical appendix, NCJ 139578, 6/93, 86p 


Criminal offenders 


Profile of jail inmates, 1995-06, NCJ 164620, 
4/98, 16p z 

Federal and State prison 
inmates, 1991, NCJ 145864, 10/94, 35p z 
Profile of inmates in the U.S. and in England 
and Wales, 1991, NCJ 145863, 10/94, 24p 


Women in , NCJ 145321, 3/94, lip z 
Jails in Country, NCJ 173410, 7/00, 
60p z 


of 
NCJ 116261, 4/89, 13p 


released in 1983. 


Survey of youth in custody, 1987, NCJ 

113365, 9/88, 9p 

The justice system 

Law enforcement 

Law enforcement and admin- 

istrative statistics: Deta for individual 

with 100 or more officers, 1997, 

171681, 4/99, 294p z 

Sheriffs’ departments, 1997, NCJ 172428, 

1400, 30p z 

Local police departments, 1997, NCJ 178429 

2/00, 34p z 


agencies, 1996, NCJ 164618, 6/98, 15p 
Federal law enforcement officers: 1996. 


NCJ 177607, 4/00, 16p z 


1960-96, 164615, 10/97, 17p 
1904-06, NCJ 165810, 12/97, 9p z 

Juvenile delinquents in the Federal criminal 
justice system, NCJ 163066, 2/97, 

1904 -95, NCJ 165810, 12/97, 9p, z 
Noncitizens in the Federal criminal justice 
system, NCJ 160934, 8/96, 11p 
1904-95, NCJ 165810, 12/97, 9p z 
Reconciling Federal criminal case procese- 
ing statistics, NCJ 171680, 9/99, 24p z 
Federal criminal case 1998, 


matter? 
lines, 1986-00, Summary, NCJ 145332 
12/93, 24p 

Full report, NCJ 145328, 12/93, 229p, $5 


tetory 
courts, 1990-04, NCJ 165815, 9/98 z 
State court of convicted 
felons, 1994, NCJ 164614, 3/98, 71p z 
Felony defendants in large urban counties, 
1986, NCJ 176981, 10/99, 56p z 
Civil Justice Survey of State Courts in large 
counties 1992, NCJ 157771, 7/96, 
$13 U.S., $17 Canada, $17 other countries 
Contract cases, NCJ 156664, 2/96, 12p z 
Civil jury cases and verdicts, NCJ 154346, 
7/995, 14p z 
Contract trials and verdicts in large 
counties, NCJ 179451 5/00, 16p z 
Tort trials and verdicts in large counties, 
1986 NCJ 179769, 10/00, 16p z 


Spouse 
counties, 1968, NCJ 153256, 10/95, 26p z 
State court organization, 1996, NCJ 78932 
7/00, 388p z 
of State privacy and security 
1999 overview, NCJ 182294, 6/00, 
174p. 


Cy, 


NCJ 178234, , 12p z 

Prisoners in 1988, NCJ 175687, 9/99, 1Gp z 
of jail wnates 1996, NCJ 1 , 
of 


Jalis in indian country, 1998 and 1999, NCJ 


HIV in prisons 1997, NCJ 178284, 
11/99, 16p z 
Summary of State sex offender 
dissemination, NCJ 177620, 8/99, 8p z 
Lifetime likelihood of to State or 
Federal prison, NCJ 1 , ¥97, 13p z 


Criminal justice statistics, a mouseclick away 
B S The latest numbers and graphs 


Readable publications and clear analysis 


Data ready to copy or analyze 
Links to other outstanding sources of criminal justice statistics 


http://Awww.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs 


To access part of the BUS information on courts and sentencing 


Click on Criminal Sentencing Statistics - 


@ Federal and State statistics @ Percent going to prison or jail Additional sentences for fines, restitution 
@ Number of adults convicted @ Average sentence lengths 


Click on Criminal Case Processing Statistics — 


@ Offenses charged @ Plea bargains and acquittals | Comparison of the United States, England, 
@ Rates of conviction @ Convictions of juveniles and Wales 


Click or Court Organization Statistics — 


@ Federal and State courts @ Appeal courts @ Size of juries 
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